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In this Ameudmem, Applicant has amended claims 1 , 6, and 7 and cancelled claims 2-5 
and 8-18 from further consideration in this appiication. Applicaiit is not conceding that ^re 
subject matter encompassed by claims 1-18 prior to this Amendment is not patenuibie over the 
art cucd by the Exammer f lainis I 6 and 7 \\etc amended and clamiv and 8-18 wqix. 

vanceiled m \hi^ VincnduKnt sokK lo Sacilnate evpediuous piONttuuon ot Uie aikn\abk nibiect 
iOdUei noied b\ liie i xanjuwi Vi^phcan iespvVU ^ 'e'-05\e<> ike nghi io pDi"s«e cbmis 
ini.iudini^' the sub!0;.l niutcf 0 ^ M>s. J i v i -> n is pi csentcti pnorlo this Amendment 
and additional tlamib m one or more (.ontmunig applaations 

Statas of the Apptication 

Applicant respectfoily reqtsesis reconsidesiilion oi'lhe rejections and objeciions set forth 
in the Office Action mailed on 1 1/6/2()()9 

The Examiner has rejected claims i-13 and 18 under 3.5 U.S.C. 101 as being directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. 

The Examiner has rejected claims It) and 14-17 under 35 U.S.C. lt)2(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,151,582 to Huang et al (Huang). 

The Examiner has further rejected claims 1-9 and 11-13 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable owet Huang in view of U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0050823 to Gehman etal 
{Gebman) and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,67 1 ,673 to Baseman et al. (Baseman). 

The Examiner has ftirther rejected claim 18 nnder 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable 
o\&{ Huang in view o( Gehman, Baseman and fiirther in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,272,472 1« 
Danneeis el al. (Lkmneeh). 

The Examiner has further rejected claims 18 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 as being indefinite. 

Applicant has cancelled claims 2-5 and 8-18. 

.As such, claims 1, 6^ and 7 are pending in this appiication. 
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TheClmmn 
Cited Art 

Huang 

Hmmg discloses decision support systems for managing sujiply chains via server side and 
clien$ sjde anaivsis and control ( stt? Abstrjct) Ifuans: fuUher discloses methods for caLuIatm« 
\anous pinnc'eis as'^o^.^teJ wub M ^ ^ ci»! I J loucti! 1 

/// a/;., discloses %o!umt nieirivs isispeci to tiu<.k bj/t (St c col "'4 1 22 toco! "6! 

(jehman 

Oehmm discloses melhoUs Ux dttenniOiru puxiuc ^ipph panmi.i«s m a suppl> chain 
niatiagement kamework ' (Absuact) dehmuh iuiihei discloses meihods lot cieaung proposals 
where the proposal system unh/ed drop down hst boxes and templates {see lili 1624 to 16.M: 
FIG. 165) 

Baseman 

Bmeman discloses methods for generating strategic bttsiness plans by extending, among 
other tilings, supply chain luanagement {s&e Abstract). 

Rejections Under 35 t^S.C. § 101 

Claims 1-13 and 18 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-13 and 18 under 35 U.S.C. 101 as being directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. Applicant has amended claim 1 to address Examiner's rejection 
and therefore requests that the above rejection be removed. 

Rejections Under 35 U,S.C. § 102 <b) 

Claim to and 14-17 

The Exattiiner has rejected claims 10 and 14-17 ttnder 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Hnang. Applicant has cancelled ciaims 10 and 14-17. Therefore Exajniner's 
rejection is made tnoot and Applicant re.spectfuliy requests that the above rejection be removed. 
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Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-9 and 1 l-i3 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable o\et Huang in view oHrehman, Baseman. Applicant respectfully traverses. 

As noted abo\c Himm discloses detssion suppou s\ stems for managing sitppK ch uns 
Ma seiver S5de and chent '^aie \n \\ sis tsiU <.onlFol < <-<, < \bstjaci) Hmtig lui tb^r dis^lo 
nielbods foi cakui nnv^ \ auous p » mitv^v ^ i lUd \^ uh sijppK thain an livut-S f h v a"*! i ! 
HUoi^oi j ?^ dist losLS s ih n i v > f ^ u ltuv.k -.Kt «<>t >. ^.ul "4 1 22 

{o*,o{ I MM Htidi i nontihcks siLni \\uh rf.->pi.v.no uuit/m^ kn si/l k jrn,uon in 
nmlupSe iteiatJOiis as {t-quued b> the pioposed claim (uc u/su ( i Mm 1 ^) indtcd Xpphcam can 
iind no corresponding reference to lot size resirictions in my of the calculations disclosed by 
Huang. 

Fiirtliemiore, while Gehmm discloses methods for ''determining product supply 
parameters in a supply chaitt maagement framework," (Abstract) mediods for creating 
proposals, where the proposal system utilized drop down list boxes and templates (see "ff i 624 to 
1634: FIG. 165), Gehman does nothing to suggest or reasonably cure the deficiencies in Huang. 

Still further, while Bmemm discloses methods for generating strategic business plans by 
extending, among other things, supply chain management (m^ Abstract), Baseman does nothing 
to suggest or reasonably cure ihe deficiencies in Huanf^. 

Therefore, for at least these reasons. Applicant respectfully submits that the present 
claims are allowable over the cited art and requests that the above rejectior! be removed. Claims 
6 and 7 depend directly from independent claim 1 and are therefore allowable over the cited art 
for at least tiie same reasons cited for claim I . 

Claim 18 

The Examiner has rejected claim 18 under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpat^^ntable over 
Huang in view of Gehman, Baseman and further i» view of Danmek. Applicant has cancelled 
claim 18. Therefore Examinee's rejection is made moot and Applicant respectMly requests tltat 
tlte above rejection be removed. 
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Rejections Under 35 IT.S.C. § 112 
Claim 18 

The Examiner has rejected claimlS under 35 U.S.C, i 12 as being indefinite. Applicant 
faas cancelled claim 1 8. Therefore Examiner's rejection is made moot and Applicant respecttuUy 
requests that the above rejection be removed. 



AppUcaot believes that all pending claims are allowable and respectfulJy request a Notice 
of Aiiowance for this application from the Examiner. Should the Examiner believe that a 
teiephone con ference would expedite the prosecution of this apphcation; the undersigned can be 
reached at the telephone number set out below. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees to process this 
Amendment, or credit any over-payments that may appiy, to our Deposit Account No. 5041 73. 

RespectMiy submitted, 
,/Damon Kaii/ 

Damon K. I. KaH 
Attoraev/A.sient for App}icant(s) 
Reg. No. 50541 



Tel 408-420-2381 



